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who has been grossly unfair in running 
off the thousands of years of experience 
that he did so he could have great peo-
ple, wonderful people. 

Not only were they new and young, 
but he was eliminating the older folks 
who had the experience that could 
bring them along, because Mueller 
wanted them created in his image and 
to get rid of all the wisdom of the ages 
that could be found throughout the 
FBI before he took over. 

I am sure there are a bunch of people 
that needed to go, but you don’t de-
stroy an entire entity like the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation just because 
you want a bunch of yes men. That is 
what Bob Mueller did. That man 
shouldn’t have been close to being a 
special counsel. He couldn’t stand 
Trump. 

As the Washingtonian magazine was 
glorifying James Comey—I believe it 
was in a 2013 issue where they said, ba-
sically, in essence, if the world were 
burning down, James Comey knew that 
the one person who would be standing 
with him would be Bob Mueller— 
Comey is the very guy who admitted 
leaking information out in order to try 
to get a special counsel appointed. 

As I covered with Mr. Rosenstein yes-
terday, this is part of an FBI typical 
employment agreement. Everybody is 
supposed to sign this thing and swear 
to it: ‘‘All information acquired by me 
in connection with my official duties 
with the FBI and all official material 
to which I have access remain the prop-
erty of the United States of America. I 
will surrender upon demand by the 
FBI, or upon my separation from the 
FBI, all materials containing FBI in-
formation in my possession.’’ 

If a man like Comey goes to a meet-
ing in his official capacity of FBI Di-
rector with the President of the United 
States and he comes out of this and 
types up a memo, even though it ap-
pears it was a pretty less than unbiased 
memo trying to make President Trump 
look bad, so he commemorates it with 
a memo, that memo, as I discussed 
with Mr. Rosenstein yesterday, is prob-
ably government property. That is gov-
ernment information, government 
property. And the question is: Did he 
commit a crime when he leaked that 
information? 

There is a decent chance it is, yes. 
So where is the FBI in its investiga-

tion of James Comey’s potential 
crime? 

When you look at the record and you 
go back, now we know from that one 
incident this is the person to whom he 
leaked, and then that got to The New 
York Times. Well, here is another 
meeting where he was the principal 
character there, the most likely person 
to have leaked. 

Well, lo and behold, his same conduit 
for leaking information that he has ad-
mitted to ends up being in place in this 
story. There may be at least six other 
places where he has leaked informa-
tion, and some of them will be crimes, 
but because the special counsel was all 

about trying to strip the winner of a 
Presidential election, we are not going 
after Comey. We are not going after 
any of these other people. They are 
trying to find something. 

As we know from the text messages 
of FBI Agent Strzok, they wanted an 
insurance policy so that, in case Trump 
won, they could still get rid of him. 
Poor Strzok believed that no one in 
this country should vote—not a single 
person, not even Donald Trump’s fam-
ily—should vote for him. It ought to be 
100 million to zero. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is so clear, in 
my days of trying cases in Federal 
court and State court, where you are 
asking questions of a jury panel to see 
who would be fair enough to sit on a 
jury, we can see that these people who 
were working and have been—and some 
still are—for the FBI, for the Depart-
ment of Justice, have no business get-
ting close to this investigation unless 
they are a target of investigation. 

Andrew Weissmann should never 
have been a part of the special counsel 
team. 

Peter Strzok, this is only some of the 
text message he sent, but he says: 

He asked me who I’d would vote for, 
guessed Kasich. 

It goes on: 
God Trump is a loathsome human. 
Yet he may win. 
Good for Hillary. 
It is. 
Would he be a worse President than Cruz? 
Trump? Yes, I think so. 

This, of course, is an exchange be-
tween Peter Strzok, or PS, and his mis-
tress, Lisa Page, who is also working 
for the FBI. These people had done ir-
reparable damage to the FBI. But 
worse than that, they have made a 
mockery of justice in the United 
States. 

What really gets me is I know how 
upset I was in the Bush administration 
when I saw somebody doing wrong. I 
didn’t care if he was appointed by a Re-
publican or a Democrat. I didn’t care 
that President Bush had appointed a 
man or a woman to a position. What I 
cared about was them being righteous 
and doing the right thing. 

Now, where is my Democratic friend 
who will stand up and say this isn’t 
right? 

We know Alan Dershowitz, a great 
Democrat, brilliant intellect, has done 
it. But where are people across the 
aisle who would do what I did during 
the Bush Presidency, pick up the phone 
and say: This is an outrage. What has 
happened under this Attorney General 
should never have happened. He has got 
to go? 

Where is the Democrat who has a 
sense of moral outrage when the jus-
tice system is just shaken to its core 
by people who want to take out a 
President because they didn’t support 
him, they didn’t want him to be there, 
they didn’t think any American should 
vote for him, and they are destroying 
the sense of justice and our justice sys-
tem? 

It is time for Americans to wake up. 
It is time to clean house, get rid of 
Mueller, and get some fair people in 
there to investigate. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded that remarks in de-
bate in the House may not engage in 
personalities toward the President, 
whether originating as the Member’s 
own words or being reiterated from an-
other source. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 41 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, December 15, 2017, at 5:30 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3390. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Extension of Tolerances for 
Emergency Exemptions (Multiple Chemicals) 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0563; FRL-9969-16] re-
ceived November 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

3391. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s temporary final rule — In-
vestment Company Reporting Modernization 
[Release Nos.: 33-10442; 34-82241; IC-32936; File 
No.: S7-08-15] (RIN: 3235-AL42) received De-
cember 13, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3392. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Ziram; Pesticide Tolerances 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0536; FRL-9970-38] re-
ceived November 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3393. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval of California Air 
Plan Revisions, Sacramento Metropolitan 
Air Quality Management District [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2017-0196; FRL-9970-92-Region 9] re-
ceived November 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3394. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Boscalid; Pesticide Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0600; FRL-9968-95] 
received November 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3395. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Ethofumesate; Pesticide 
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